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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final office action is in response to the amendment filed 24 January 2005. 

2. Claims 1-26 are pending. Claims 1, 11, 17, and 24 are independent. The 
rejection of claims 25 and 26 under 35 U.S.C. 112 has been withdrawn as necessitated 
by the amendment. The rejection of claims 1-26 under 35 U.S.C. 103 under Brooke et 
al. (US 6748569, hereafter Brooke) in view of Bauwens et al. (US 6704893, hereafter 
Bauwens), Gristede et al. (Us 6175949, hereafter Gristede), Object Domain R3, and 
XMI, has been withdrawn as necessitated by the amendments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10-23, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brooke and Bauwens in further view of Dole (US 6634008, filed 
2000). 

As per independent claim 1 , Brooke discloses the method for generating a 
project datasheet in an integrated design environment comprising: 

• Accessing project data from an XML database structure (column 6, lines 18-20) 

• Accessing an XSL stylesheet (column 6, lines 23-26) 
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• Processing the project data according to the XSL stylesheet to automatically 
produce a project datasheet file (column 6, lines 1 1-26; column 6, lines 33-42) 
Brooke fails to disclose the project data describing an electronic system design for 
implementation on a programmable electronic device. Bauwens discloses the project 
data describing an electronic system design for implementation on a programmable 
electronic device (column 4, lines 1 1-22: Here, the integrated circuit is an electronic 
system design, and the details about the inputs and outputs are the implementation of 
that system). Dole discloses an integrated design environment (column 2, line 46- 
coiumn 3, line 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brooke and Bauwen's method with Dole's 
method, since it would have allowed a user to specify customized data structures for 
dealing with the system design (Brooke: column 6, lines 18-21). 

As per dependent claim 2, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke further 
discloses the method further including formatting the data sheet in HTML (column 8, 
lines 7-17: Here, the XSP processor and XSP script act upon the XML tree to format the 
datasheet into an HTML file). 

As per dependent claim 3, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 2, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke further 
discloses the method further including rendering the project datasheet as a visual output 
datasheet using a browser (column 8, lines 9-15; column 5, lines 60-62). 
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As per dependent claim 4, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke further 
discloses the method further including displaying said project datasheet (column 5, lines 
57-62). 

As per dependent claim 5, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke further 
discloses the method wherein displaying the project datasheet is done as a single 
action display (column 5, lines 60-62; column 4, lines 58-62). 

As per dependent claim 6, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke further 
discloses the method wherein displaying the project datasheet includes printing the 
project datasheet (column 4, lines 58-62: Here, the fact that the system is equipped with 
a printer allows for the data sheet to be printed if the user desires). 

As per dependent claim 7, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Bauwens 
further discloses the method integrated circuit pinout assignment data (column 4, lines 
11-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brooke and Bauwens' method of displaying a 
project datasheet with Bauwens' method of including integrated circuit pinout data, 
since it would have allowed a user to view pinout data in a formatted display (Brooke: 
column 6, lines 35-38). 
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As per dependent claim 10, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Bauwens 
further discloses the method including input and output configuration data (column 4, 
lines 11-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brooke and Bauwens 1 method of displaying a 
project datasheet with Bauwens 1 method of including input and output configuration 
data, since it would have allowed a user to view input and output configuration data in a 
formatted display (Brooke: column 6, lines 35-38). 

As per independent claim 1 1 , the applicant recites similar limitations as claim 1 , 
and is similarly rejected under Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole. 

As per dependent claim 12, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 2, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 13, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 3, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 14, Brooke and, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the 
limitations similar to those in claim 11, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. 
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The applicant recites similar limitations as claim 4, and is similarly rejected under 
Brooke and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 15, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 6, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 16, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 7, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per independent claim 17, the applicant recites similar limitations as claim 1 , 
and is similarly rejected under Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole. 

As per dependent claim 18, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 17, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 2, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 19, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 18, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 3, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 20, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 17, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
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applicant recites similar limitations as claim 4, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 21 , Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 17, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 5, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 22, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 17, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 6, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

As per dependent claim 23, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 17, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. The 
applicant recites similar limitations as claim 7, and is similarly rejected under Brooke 
and Bauwens. 

5. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole in further view of Gristede et al. (US 6175949, 2001). 

As per dependent claim 8, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke and 
Bauwens fail to disclose including a user module schematic. However, Gristede 
discloses a user module schematic (Figures 3-8: These figures are user module 
schematics). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole's method of 
displaying a project datasheet with Gristede's method of including a user module 
schematic, since it would have allowed the user to view a pictographic representation of 
the data. 

As per dependent claim 9, Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brooke and 
Bauwens fail to disclose including global parameters. However, Gristede discloses 
global parameters (column 11, lines 23-32). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brooke, Bauwens, and Dole's method of 
displaying project datasheet with Gristede's method of including global parameters, 
since it would have allowed a user to see not only a list of parameters used, but also the 
effects of the parameters on the parameters. 

6. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bauwens, Dole, and Gristede in further view of Object Domain R3 (March 2001 ) and 
XMI (2000). 

As per independent claim 24, Gristede and Bauwens disclose the computer 
control method for generating design information comprising: 

• A plurality of global parameters (Gristede column 1 1 , lines 23-32) 

• A plurality of programmable hardware resources (Gristede column 3, lines 48-53) 
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• At least one user module representing a circuit design (Bauwens column 4, lines 
11-22) 

• An integrate design environment (Dole: column 2, line 46- column 3, line 10) 
Bauwens and Gristede fail to disclose: 

• Parameterizing the user module 

• Establishing connections to the user module 

• Automatically generating a datasheet file describing an electronic design project 
comprising the user module as paramterized, its connections and said global 
parameters 

XMI discloses: 

• Parameterizing the user module (section 1 .2.1 .2: Here, the document is mapped 
to the correct interface) 

Object Domain R3 discloses: 

• Establishing connections to the user module (page 1 : Here, by generating the 
XMI document, Object Domain connects to the original model document to 
create the dataheet file) 

• Automatically generating a datasheet file describing an electronic design project 
comprising the user module as paramterized, its connections and said global 
parameters (page 1: Here, Object Domain generates an XMI file) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicants invention to have combined Bauwens, Dole, Gristede's method of modeling 
circuit design with XMI and Object Domain's method of parameterizing a module and 
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generating a datasheet file, since it would have allowed a user to generate an XML 
compliant file to describe his/her module (XMI: section 1.3). 

7. Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bauwens, Dole, Gristede, Object Domain R3, and XMI in further view of Brooke. 

As per dependent claim 25, Bauwens, Dole, Gristede, Object Domain R3, and 
XMI disclose the limitations similar to those in claim 24, and the same rejection is 
incorporated herein. The applicant recites similar limitations as claim 3, and is similarly 
rejected under Brooke and Bauwens. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Bauwens, Dole, Gristede, Object Domain R3, 
and XMI's method with Brooke's method, since it would have allowed a user to view a 
datasheet. 

As per dependent claim 26, Bauwens, Dole, Gristede, Object Domain R3, and 
XMI disclose the limitations similar to those in claim 24, and the same rejection is 
incorporated herein. The applicant recites similar limitations as claim 1 , and is similarly 
rejected under Brooke and Bauwens. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Bauwens, Dole, Gristede, Object Domain R3, 
and XMI's method with Brooke's method, since it would have allowed a user process 
XSL stylesheets within in integrated design environment. 



Application/Control Number: 09/994,600 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2178 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

As detailed above, the Dole reference has been added to address the applicant's 
arguments. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R Stork whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:00-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (703) 308-5465. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
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